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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Ocesnic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 226
[Docket No. 920783-2183]

Designated Critical Habitat; Sneke
River Sockeye Salmon, Snaka River
Spring/Summer Chinook Saimon, and
Snake River Fail Chinook Satmon

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
:Semco(th).NQAA Commerce.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: NMFS proposes to designate
critical bhabitat for the Snake River
sockeye salmon (Oncorhynchus nerka},
Snake River spring/summer chinook
salmon (Oncorhynchus tschawytscha)
and Snake River fall chinook salmon
{Oncorhynchus tschawytscha} pursuant
to the Endangered Species Act of 1973
(ESA). The proposed critical habitat for
Snake River sockeye salmon is: Alturas,
Pettit, Redfish, Stanley, and Yellow
Belly Lakes (including their inlet and
outlet creeks); Alturas Lake Creek, and
Valley Creek; the Salmon River from
Alturas Lake Creek to its confluence
with the Snake River; the Snake River
from its confluence with the Salmon
River to its confluence with the
Columbia River; the Columbia River
from its confluence with the Snake
River to the Pacific Ocean. The :
proposed critical habitat for Snake River
spring/summer chinook salmon is: The
Grande Ronde, Imnaha, Salmon, and
Tucannon subbasins; Asotin, Granite,
and Sheep Creeks; the Snake River from
its confluence with Sheep Creek to its
confluence with the Columbia River;the
Columbia River from its confluence
with the Snake River to the Pacific
Ocean. The proposed critical habitat for
Snake River fall chinook salmon is: The
Snake River below Hells Canyon Dam;
the lower reaches of the Clearwater,
Grande Ronde, Imnaha, Salmon, and
Tucannon Rivers; Asotin Creek; the
Columbia River from its confluence
with the Snake River to the Pacific
Ocean. In addition, the physical and
biological features of the habitat that are
essential to the conservation of the
species and that may require special
management censideration or protection
are discussed in the p ble to this
proposed rule. The nation-wide
economic and other xmpu:ts resulting
from this propased critical habitat

are to be minimal.
Thc mon critical habitat .
pravides notica to Federal
agencies and the public that these areas
and features are essential to the
conservation of the species.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before Pebruary 1, 1993. See
mmmmhﬁm-

Resources, F/PRZ, NMES, 1335 East-
West Highwey, Silver Spring, MD
20910, or provided at any one of the

ublic bﬂﬂng. See SUPPLEMENTARY
" locations of public
heerings.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Garth Griffin, NMFS, Endangered
Species Branch, Environmental and
Technical Services Division, 911 NE
11th Avenue, room 620, Portland, OR
97232, Telephone (503) 230-5430, or
Patricia Montanio, NMFS, 1335 East-
West Highway, Silver Spring, MD
20910, telephone (301) 713-2322.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

NMFS published its determination to
list the Snake River sockeye salmon as
endangered on November 20, 1991 (56
FR 58619), and Snake River spring/
summer and fall chinook salmon as
threatened on April 22, 1992 (57 FR
14653) under the ESA (16 U.S.C. 1531
et seq.). These fish have declined to a
fraction of their historic abundance.
Currently, Snake River sockeye salmon
production occurs only in Redfish Lake.
Snake River spring/summer chinook
salmon are sparsely distributed
throughout the Grande Ronde, Imnaha,
Salmon, and Tucannon subbasins.
Snake River fall chinook salmon
production is primarily limited to the
mainstem Snake River downstream of
Hells Canyon Dam and the lower
reaches of the Clearwater, Grande
Ronde, Imnaha, Salmon, and Tucannon
Rivers. All three species share the same
migration route through the Snake and
Columbia Rivers. Each species also
resides, for a portion of its life, in the
Pacific Ocean.

The geographic areas occupied by
Snake River sockeye, spring/summer
chinook. and fall chinook salmon
throughout their life history overlap,
and as a result, activities requiring
special management considerations
essential to the conservation of any one
of these species could affect the
conservation of the others. Therefore, to
ensure that any designation of critical
habitat is comprehensive and of
optimum benefit to the complex of
listed Snake River species, NMFS is
designating critical habitat for all listed
Snake River salmon species in a single

proceeding. -
Section 4(a}(3)(A} of the ESA requires
that, to the maximum extent prudent
and determinable, NMFS designate
critical habitat concurrently with a
determination that a species is -
endangered or threatened. At the time of
the proposed listing determinations,
critical habitat was not determinable
because information necessary to -
perform the required analyses was-not
available. NMFS published Federal
Register notices (October 15, 1991, 58
FR 51684) requesting biological and
economic information on Snake River
sockeye salmon and Snake River spring/

summer and fall chinook salmon. NMFS
also convened a Biological Technical
Committee and an Economic Technical
Committee, comprised of concerned
parties throughout the Pacific
Northwest, to assure that available
information on which to base any
critical habitat determination is both
accurate and complete. NMFS has
considered all available scientific and
economic information in making this
proposal.

Definition of Critical Habitat

Critical habitat is defined in section 3(5) of
the ESA as the specific areas within the
geographical area occupied by the species on
which are found those physical or biological
features essential to the conservation of the
species and which may require special
management considerations or protection;
and specific areas outside the geographical
area occupied by the species upon a
determination by the Secretary that such
areas are sssential for the conservation of the
species.

Areas outside the species’ current range
can be designated only if a designation
limited to the species’ present distribution
would be inadequate to ensure the
conservation of the species. The term
conservation, as defined in section 3(3) of the
ESA, means to use and the use of all methods
and procedures which are necessary to bring
any endangered species or threatened species
to the point at which the measures provided
pursuant to this Act are no longer necessary.

The criteria to be considered in
designating critical habitat are specified
under 50 CFR 424.12. NMFS considered
the requirements of the species,
including: (1) Space for individual and
population growth, and for normal
behavior; (2) food, water, air, light,
minerals, or other nutritional or
physiological requirements; (3) cover or
shelter; (4) sites for breeding,
reproduction, or rearing of offspring;
and, generally, (5) habitats that are
protected from disturbance or are
representative of the historic
geographical and ecological
distributions of the species.

In addition, NMFS focused on and

listed the known physical and biological-

features (primary constituent elements}
within the designated area(s) that are-
essential to the conservation of the
species and that may require special-
management considerations-or -
protection. These essential features may
include, but are not limited to, -
spawning sites, food resources, water
quality and quantity, and riparian
vegetation.

Consideration of Economic,
Environmental, and Other Factors

The economic, environmental, and
other impacts of a critical habitat
designation were considered and

evaluated. NMFS identified present and
anticipated activities that may adversely
modify the area(s) being consideeed, or
be affected by a designation. An area
may be excluded from a critical habitat
designation if NMFS determines that the
overall benefits of exclusion outweigh
the benefits of designation, unless the
exclusion will result in the extinction of
the species.

The impacts considered in this
analysis are only those incremental
impacts specifically resulting from a
critical habitat designation, above the
economic and other impacts attributable
to listing the species or resuiting from
other authorities. Since listing a species
under the ESA provides significant
protection to the species’ habitat, in
many cases, the direct nation-wide
economic and other impacts resulting
from the critical habitat designation,
over and above the impacts of the listing
itself, are minimal (see Significance of
Designating Critical Habitat section of
this preambie). In general, the
designation of critical habitat highlights
geographical areas of concern and
reinforces the substantive protection
resulting from the listing itself.

Impacts attributable to listing include
those resulting from the taking
prohibitions under section 9 of the ESA
and associated regulations. “Taking" as
defined in the ESA means to harm,
pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap,
capture, or collect, or to attempt to
engage in any such conduct. Harm can
occur through destruction or
modification of habitat (whether or not
designated as critical) that significantly
impairs essential behaviors, including
breeding, feeding, rearing or migration.
Impacts attributable to listing also result
from the duty of Federal agencies under
section 7 to ensure that their actions are
not likely to jeopardize endangered or
threatened species.

Significance of Designating Critical
Habitat

The designation of critical habitat
does not, in itseif, restrict human
activities within the area or mandate
any specific management or recovery
action. A critical habitat designation
contributes to species conservation
primarily by identifying critically
important areas and by describing the
features within those areas that are
essantial to the species, thus alerting
public and private entities to the area’s
importance. Under the ESA, the only
regulatory impact of a critical habitat
designation is through the provisions of
section 7. Section 7 applies only to
actions with Federal involvement {e.g..
authorized, funded, conducted), and
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does not affect excliusively state or
private activities.

Under the section 7 K:tm‘sions. a
designation of critical habitat would
require Federal agencies to ensure that
any action they authorize, fund or carry
out is not likely to destroy or adversely
modify designated critical babitat.
Activities that adversely modify critical
habitat are defined as those actioms that
“appreciably diminish the value of
critical habitat for both the survival and
recovery” of the species (50 CFR
402.02). Regardless of a critical habitat
designation, Federal agencies must
ensure that their actions are not likely
to jeopardize the continued existence of
the listed species. Activities that
jeopardize a species are defined as those
actions that “reasonable would be
expected, directly or indirectly, to
reduce appreciably the likelihood of
both the survival and recovery” of the
species (50 CFR 402.02). Using these
definitions, activities that destroy or
adversely modify critical habitat may
also be likely to jeopardize the species.
Therefore, the protection provided by a
critical habitat designation generally
duplicates the protection provided
under the section 7 jeopardy provision.
Critical habitat may provide additional
benefits to a species in cases where
areas outside the species’ current range
have been designated. Whem actions
may affect these areas, Pederal
are required to consult with NMFS
under section 7, which may not have
been recognized but for the critical
habitat designation. »

A designation of critical habitst
provides a clear indication to Federal
agencies as to when section 7

* consultation is required, particularly in
cases where the action would not result
in direct mortality, injury, or harm to
individuals of a listed species (e.g., an
action occurring within the critical ares
when a migratory species is not
present). The critical habitat
designation, describing the essantial”
features of the habitat, also assists in
determining which activities conducted
outside the designeted area are subject
to section 7 (i.e., sctivities that may
affect essential festures of the
designated area).

A critical habitat designation will also
assist Federal agencies in planning
future actions, since the i
establishes, in advance, those habitats
that will be given special consideration
in section 7 consultations. With a
designation of critical habitst, potentiai
conflicts between Federal actions end
endangered or threetened species can be
identified and possibly avoided early in
the agency’s planning process.

Another indirect benefit of 2 critical
habitat is that it halps focus
Federal, state and private conservation
and management efforts {n those areas.
Management efforts may address special
considerations needed in critical habitat
areas, including conservation
regulations to restrict private as well as
Federel activities. The economic and
other impacts of these actions would be
considered at the time of those proposed
regulations, and therefore, are not
considered in the critical habitat
dasi%naticn process. Other Federal, state
and local authorities, such as zoning or
wetlands and riparian lands protection,
may also provide special protection for
critical habitat areas.

Process for Designating Critical Habitat

In summary, developing a proposed
critical habitat designation involves
three main considerations. First, the
biclogicel needs of the species are
evaluated and essential habitat areas
and features identified. If there are
alternative areas that would provide for
the conservstion of the species, these
alternatives are also identified. Second,
the need for special management
considerations or protection of the
area(s) or features are evaluated. Finally,
the probable economic and other
impacts of designating these essertial
areas as “‘critical habitat” are svaluated.
After consi the ts of
the species, the need for special
management, and the impacts of the
designation, the critical |
habitat is published in the Federal
Register for comment. The final critical
habitat designation, considering
comments on the and impects
assessment, is pub within 1 year
of the proposed rule. Final critical
habitat designations may be revised,
using the same procese, as new
informetion becomes available.

e:d for special o ﬂdim :
n s mmt
of designating critical t, lm
action are described in the
llowing sections for Snake River
sockeye, summer chinook, and
fall chinook on.

Essential Habitat of Snaks River

mm&hm o

Available biolegical information for
listed Sneke River salmon can be found
in each species’ Status Review :
(Matthews and Waples 1901, Waples ot

27, 1991, 56 FR 29347). Listed Snake
River salmon habitat consists of four
components: (1) Spewning and juvenile
arves; (2} juvenile migration
corridors; {3} areas for growth and
development to adulthood; and (4) adult
migration corridors. The Pacific Ocean
arees used by listed salmon for growth
and development to adulthood are not
well understood, and essential areas and
features have not been identified.

Snake River sockeye salman
spawning and rearing is currently
limited to Redfish Lake. Other historical
nursery areas that are essential to the
conservation of the species include
Alturas, Pettit, Stanley, and Yellow
Belly Lakes {inchuding their inlet
creeks). Essential features of these areas
include adequate: (1) Substrate; (2)
water quality; (3} water quantity; (4)
water temperature; (5) food; (6) riparian
vegetation; and (7) access. These fishes’
fuvenile migration corridors include
these lakes’ inlet and outlet creeks,
Alturas Lake Creek and Valley Creek,
the main fork of the Salmon River, the
Snake River, and the Columbia River to
the Pacific Ocean. Essential features of
the juvenile migration corridors include
adequate: (1) Substrate; (2) weter
quality; (3) water quantity; (4) water
temperature; (5) water velocity; (6)
cover/shelter; (7) food; (8) riparian
vegetation; (9) spece; and (10) safe
passage conditions. The adult migration
corridoes are the same arees included in
juvenile on corridors. Essential
features would include those in the
juvenile migration corridors, excluding
8 e food.

Saake River spring/summer chinook
salman and raa:i:gis
currently sparsely distrib

the Grande Ronde, Imnaha,
Salmon, and Tucannon subbasins, and
Asotin, Granite, and Sheep Creeks. No
areas outside of the species’ current
range are essential for their
conservetion. Essential features of
spewning and juvenile reering arces
include adequate: (1) Substrate; (2)
water quality; (3) water quantity; (4)
watsr tempersture; (5) cover/shelter; (6)
food; (7) riparian vegetation; and (8)
space. These ﬁshu‘migmtio; corridors
are the spewning and juvenile reering
areas, the Snake River, and the
Co River to the Pacific Ocean.
Essential fostures of the juvenile and
aduk m corridors are the same
as those for Snake River sockeye

salmon.
Snnhm:‘hnchmknlmon
is )
e T
Canyon Dem, and within the lower
of the Clesrweter, Grand Ronde,
Imnaha, Salmon, and Tucannon Rivers,
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and Asotin Creek. No areas outside of
the species’ current range are essentisl
for their conservation. Essential features
of spawning and juvenile rearing areas
are the same as for Snake River spring/
summer chinook salmon. Juvenile and
adult migration corridors are the same
areas as spawning and juvenile rearing
areas, plus the Columbia River to the
Pacific Ocean. Essential features of the
juvenile and adult migration corridors
are the same as those listed for Snake
River sockeye salmon.

Need for Special Management
Considerations or Protection

In order to assure that the essential
areas and features are maintained or
restorad, special management may be
needed. Activities that may require
special management considerations for
listed Snake River salmon spawning and
juvenile rearing areas include, but are
not limited to: (1) Artificial propagation;
{2) land management; (3) timber harvest;
(4) water pollution; (5) livestock grazing;
(6) habitat restoration; (7) irrigation
withdrawal; (8) mining; and (9) road
construction. For juvenile and adult
migration corridors, special
management considerations also
include: {10) Migration barriers; (11)
hydrosystem operation; (12) water
storage; (13) dredging and dredge
material disposal ang lacement of fill
material; and {14) predator control. Not
all these activities are necessarily of
current concern; however, they indicate
the potential types of activities that will
require consultation in the future. For
listed Snake River salmon in the ocean
environment, no special management
consideration of the ocean habitat have
been identified.

Activities That May Affect the Essential
Habitat

A wide range of activities may affaect
the essential habitat requirement of
listed Snake River salmon (ETSD 1991a,
1991b). These activities include: Water
management actions of Federal agencies
(i.e., Bonneville Power Administration,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and the
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation) and related
or similar actions of other Federally
regulated project operstors (e.g., Idaho
Power Company) in the Columbia River
system; irrigation withdrawals in the
Salmon River Basin permitted by ths
U.S. Bureau of Reclamation; livestock
grazing allocations in the Snake River
Basin by the U.S. Forest Service and
U.S. Bureau of Land Management;
timber sales in the Snake River Basin
conducted by the U.S. Forest Service
and the U.S. Bureau of Land
Management; and planting anadromous
salmonids and other fishes in the

Assessment

Columbia River Basin by the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, the States of
Oregon, Washington, and ldaho, and
Indian Tribes. Other actions of concern
include dredging and dredge material
disposal and placement of fill material,
emdp bank stabilization activities
authorized and/or conducted by the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
throughout the Columbia River Basin.
The Federal agencies that most likely
will be affected by this critical habitat
designation include the Bonneville
Power Administration, U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers, U.S. Bureau of Land
Management, U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, and the U.S. Forest Service.
This designation will provide clear
notification to these agencies, private
entities, and the public of critical
habitat designated for listed Snake River
salmon and the boundaries of the
habitat and protection provided for that
habitat by the section 7 consultation

process. This designation will also assist

these agencies and others in evaluating
the potential effects of their activities on
listed Snake River salmon and their
critical habitat, and in determining
when consultation with NMFS would
be appropriate.

Expected Impacts of Designating
Critical Habitat

NMFS prepared an Environmental
) that describes the
environmental and economic impacts of
alternative critical habitat designations.
The EA is based on the best available
information, considering comments
received in response to the Federal
Register notice soliciting biological and
economic information on critical habitat
{October 15, 1991, 56 FR 51684).

The environmental benefit provided
by designating critical habitat is the
clear notification to Federal agencies
and the public of the existence and
importance of critical habitat. This
proposed critical habitat identifies areas
in the Columbia River Basin determined
to be essential to the conservation of
listed Snake River salmon and that may
be in need of special management
considerations or protaction.
Designation of critical habitat will have
little direct impact on the water, air, or
land or on the cuitural or historical
resources of the Columbia River Basin.

The University of Washington
conducted a study under a grant from

NMFS to project the economic costs and

benefits resulting from specific
management measures within areas .
potentially qualifying as critical habitat.
This report provides information ussful
for the purposes of recovery planning,
as well as critical habitat designation.

Assistance in the development of this
report was solicited from the public
(October 15, 1992, 56 FR 51684) and
from an Economic Technical Committee
comprised of entities throughout the
Pacific Northwest. The resulting report
presented to NMFS (Huppert et al.
1992) provided a broad scope of
potential management measures and
projected economic effects ranging
between $5.6 and 249 million annually,
from which NMFS could partition the
incremental costs attributable to a
critical habitat proposal.

The economic costs to be considered
in a critical habitat designation are the
incremental costs of critical habitat
designation above the economic impacts
attributable to listing or attributable to
authorities other than ESA (see
Consideration of Economic,
Environmental and Other Factors
saction of this preamble). NMFS has
determined that there are no
incremental net costs for areas within
these species’ current distribution.
However, incremental costs do result
from special management activities in
areas outside the current distribution of
the listed species that have been
determined to be essential to the
conservation of the species. For Snake
River sockeye, only those impacts from
special managément activities in
Alturas, Pettit, Stanley, and Yellow
Belly Lakes and their inlet and outlet
creeks {areas-previously within the
range of the species) are directly
attributable to a critical habitat
designation. Critical habitat designation
of these areas may result in an
estimated, one-time nation-wide
economic impact of $1.0 to 1.5 million,
and estimated annual impacts ranging
from $66.618 to $183,625 (Fluharty et
al., 1992). These estimated economic
impacts may result from activities such
as: Treating and buffering (one-time
cost) sockeye salinon nursery lakes:
providing access for juvenile and adult
sockeye salmon to and from the nursery
lakes; and eliminating potential
competition and predation due to
plarted put-take salmonids. It should be
noted that these costs will not be
incurred immediately, and, since
activities may not need to be conducted
in all lakes simulitaneously, the costs
may be spread out over time. Plans for
the timing of the peeded habitat
improvements will be developed.
through the recovery planning process.
cansidering such factors as the current
condition of the habitat, the time
necessary for habitat improvements, and
the plans for outplamting of smoits from
the captive b ock program or other
sources.

-
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A heneficial economic and social
impact may also be realized from
designating these areas as critical
habitat from the establishment of a
Tribal ceremonial and subsistence
fishery upon the recovery of the
sockeye. Moreover, it is estimated that
a beneficial economic impact ranging
from approximately $6,000 to $305,000
per year may be realized from an
increase in non-consumptive uses (i.e.,
viewing sockeye spawning) upon the
recovery of the Snake River sockeye
salmon in the Stanley Basin {Fluharty et
al., 1992).

Proposed Critical Habitat; Essential
Features

Proposed critical habitat for all listed
Snake River salmon includes: Alturas,
Pettit, Redfish, Stanley, and Yellow
Belly Lakes (including their inlet and
outlet creeks); Alturas Lake Creek and
Valley Creek; the Grande Ronde,
Imnaha, Salmon, and Tucannon
subbasins; the lower reach of the
Clearwater River; Asotin, Granite, and
Sheep Creeks; the Snake River from
Hells Canyon Dam to its confluence
with the Columbia River; the Columbia
River below its confluence with the
Snake River to the Pacific Ocean.
Critical habitat includes the bottom and
water of the waterways and adjacent
riparian zone. The riparian zone
includes those areas belonging or
relating to the bank of the river, stream,
lake, or pond and those areas of or on
the bank, including the flood plain of
the body of water. Essential features of
these areas include adequate: (1)
Substrate; (2) water quality; (3) water
quantity; (4} water temperature; (5)
water velocity. (6) cover/shelter; (7)
food; (8) riparian vegetation; {9) space:
and (10) migration conditions.

NMFS considered including Pacific
Ocean habitat in the proposed Snake
River salmon critical habitat
designation. To be considered critical
habitat, the area must contain those
features that are essential to the
conservation of the species and that may
require special management
considerations. However, little is known
about the distribution of salmon during
their stay in the ocean, For Snake River
salmon in particular, no special features
or areas of the ocean habitat have been
identified as essential for their
conservation. Further, the need for
special management considerations of
the ocean habitat has not been .
identified. The onﬂr known human
activity significantly affecting ocean
survival of the listed species is harvest.
Fowever, while harvest affects the listed
species by capturing and killing
individuals, it is not known to affect

significantly the habitat of the fish.
Federally regulated harvest activities are
subject to the section 7 consultation
provisions, and all harvest activities are
subject to the taking prohibitions
established under the ESA. Since no
special areas, features or need for
special management have been
identified, designation of the entire
Pacific Ocean would not provide any
benefit to the listed species, and would
result in unnecessary, additional section
7 consultations. For these reasons and
based on the best available information,
NMFS has determined that the Pacific
Ocean does not qualify as critical
habitat. NMFS will continue to monitor
the ocean phase of the salmon'’s life
history in an effort to identify areas that
may be in need of special management.
Should new information become
available, critical habitat designation
may be revised following the same
procedures as the ariginal designation.

Public Comments Solicited

NMFS is soliciting information,
comments or recommendations on any
aspect of this proposal from all
concerned parties. NMFS will consider
all information, comments and
recommendations received before
reaching a final decision. Public hearing
dates have also been established (see
DATES and ADDRESSES).

Classification

The Assistant Administrator for
Fisheries, NOAA (Assistant
Administrator), has determined that this
is not a ““major rule” requiring a

- regulatory impact analysis under E.O.

12291. The regulations are not likely to
result in- (1) an annual effect on the
economy of $100 million or more; {2} a
major increase in costs or prices for
consumers, individual industries,
Federal, state, or local government
agencies, or geographic regions; or (3) a
significant adverse effect on
competition, smployment, investment,
productivity, innovation, or on the

- ability of U.S.-based enterprises to

compete with foreign-based enterprises
in domestic or export markets.

The General Counsel of the
Department of Commerce has certified
that the proposed rule, if adopted,
would not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities as described in the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. NMFS completed an
assessment of the economic impacts of
designating critical habitat. NMFS
found that since listing species under
the ESA provides significant protection
to the species habitat, the direct
economic and other impacts resulting:
from critical habitat designation are

minimal. Therefore, a regulatory
flexibility analysis is not required.

This rule does not contain a
collection-of-information requirement
for purposes of the Paperwork
Reduction Act.

This proposed rule does not contain
policies with federalism implications
sufficient to warrant preparation of a
federalism assessment under E.O.
12612.

The Assistant Administrator has
determined that the proposed
designation is consistent to the
maximum extent practicable with the
approved Coastal Zone Management
Programs of the states of Oregon and
Washington. This determination has
been submitted for review by the
responsible state agencies under section
3.7 of the Coastal Zone Management
Act.

NOAA Administrative Order 216~6
states that critical habitat designations
under the ESA, generally, are
categorically excluded from the
requirement to prepare an EA or an
environmental impact statement.
Howaever, in order to evaluate more
clearly the impacts of the proposed
critical habitat designation, NMFS has
prepared an EA. Cdpies of the EA and
critical habitat maps are available on
request (see FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT).

The public hearings will begin at 7
p.m. and will end at 9:30 p.m. The
hearings are scheduled as follows:

Monday, January 11, 1993

Federal Complex Auditorium, 911 NE
11th Avenue, Portland, Oregon (1st
floor—rear entrance on 9th street)

Tuesday, January 12, 1993

Richland Federal Building Auditorium.
825 Jadwin Avenue, Richland,
Washington

Wednesday, January 13, 1993

City Community Building, 1424 Main,
* Lewiston, Idaho

Thursday, January 14, 1993

Boise Interagericy Fire Center
Auditorium, 3905 Vista Avenue,
Boise, Idaho
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